RKMARKS MBr.llMENTS 

Applicant appreciates the Examiner's thorough search and examination of the present 

patent application. KW 
Claim 16 is objected to for an obvious typographical error. Accordingly, cla.m 16 has 

been amended and the typographical error has been corrected. 

Responsive to the objection to .he drawings, at suchfime as an indication of allowable 
subject marter is received, formal drawings tha, are more legible and that contain legends w.th 

delimiters will be provided. 

Claims 11-21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §101 on the grounds that the cla.med 
invention is drrected to no„-s t a,u,ory sub.ec, matter. More particularly, the Exanrmer tdenbftes a 
Watery" limitation that a "claimed eomputer-readable medium [be] encoded wrth a 
conrputer program [to define] structural and fitnefional interrelationships between the computer 
pr „„ r am and the medium which permit the computer program's functionality to be reahzed]., 
Applicant respectfully notes tha, the United States Paten, and Trademark Office has issued 
patents direc.ed ,0 "systems" .ha, comprise computer program modules, and, ,hus respectfid.y 
disagrees with the Examiner's position. Nevertheless, claims ,1 and 21 have been amended o 
include ,he fea.ure of an "information processor" and "memory," respectively, ,0 affirmanvely 
Cairn the ,n,errela,ionsh,p be,ween .he compu.er program and me medium. Chums 12-20 
depend direc.ly or indirec.ly from claim 1 1 and, .herefore, also include mis claimed Unu,ate. 
Reconsideralion is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-8 1 1-18 and 21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §.02(a) as being an,,c,pa,ed by 
lhe admitted prior art of Figures 3 and 4, and pages I -4 of the background sec.ion in apphcan.'s 
written specificate Applicant respectfully traverses .his rejecuon. 

Claim 1 has been amended ,0 define using a "firs, software application ,0 develop a 
source documen." .ha. includes ins,ruc,,ons for an electronic message interface ,0 enable a 
second software application to communicate with a third software application by adhermg to 
ru ,es defined in an application program interface. Applicant's amended claim 1 father defines 
using the same firs, software applicat.on .0 evaluate the source document to identify keywords m 
the source documen, tha. represen. d.rectives for .he message interface. Further, applican, s 
tended Cairn 1 defines using .he same firs, software applicate .0 generate high-level pro-am 
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source code as a function of the identified keywords. The program sonrce code is compiled onto 

comply with the application program interface. 

The background section of applicant's written specification and corresponding figures 
describe problems associated with severa, part.es that use various too.s to deveiop a message 

yarding a target API are received by one party who deve.ops a "mapping document mat 
,l t ,f,e!.he ruiesforacomputer programmer. Thecomputer programmer uses themapptn 

document to write a software program in a high-level computer programing anguag. 
software program typicaUy is time-consuming to write, debug, and test. SomeUme, tbe software 
program runs, but does not correctly follow the rules of the target API- 

Applicant's invention enables a user of a single software appHcation to develop a 
.•source" document, and the same software application to generate high-level program code from 
, Ledocument. Th.s ehminates the prob.ems in .he prior * described ,n the bac ,ou„ 

various parties and too.s for develop.ng frequently changtng message mterfaces. App cant 
admitted prior art does no, ieach or suggest a single software application that ts operable to 
develop a source document and to generate pro-am source code by evaluating keywords ,n the 

source document. . 
Therefore, applicant respectfully submt, that claim 1, as amended, ts not anhctpated by 

the applicant's admitted prior art and defines patentable subject matter. 

^dependent Cairns 1! and 21, as amended, tnolnde similar limitations and are, therefore, 

patentable for the same reasons. 

Claims 2-8 and .Ml depend direoUy or indirectly from claims . or U, respecttvely, and 
are therefore, patentab.e for the same reasons as we., because of the combination of features ■„ 
.ho'se claims with the features set forth in the c.aim(s) from whrch they depend. 

Cairns 9, 10, 19 and 20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable 

• „^fiT <; Patent No 6446,081 to Preston. Applicant 
over applicant's admitted prior art in view of U.S. Patent No. o, , 

respectfully traverses this rejection. 
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Preston regards a natural human language artificial intelligence system that includes a 
visual representation of input text and derived relationships between parsed elements of the tnput 
Kx , More particularly and unlike applicant's claim 9, 10, 19 and 20, Preston discloses a 
graph,cal user interface to enable a user to manipulate graphical representations of relationships 
between text in order to redefine and/or adjust the relationships (see column 2, fines 23-26). Any 
errors and ambiguities resulting from the denved relationships and/or parsed text can, therefore, 
be corrected by the user by manipulating graphical screen controls. 

Respectfully, Preston does no. teach or suggest elements of applicant's amended clatms 1 
and 1 1 regarding a software application for providing an electronic message interface that 
.eludes rules complying wfth a targe, API. Further, Preston docs no, teach or suggest nsmg tire 
software application to .den.ify Keywords in the instructions to develop high-level programme 
, ang uage source code that is compiled in.o object code ,0 fnnction as the message mterface. 
Therefore, applicant respectfully submits ,ha, Preston does no, supply elements of apphcan.'s 
amended claims 1 and 11 that arc missing from the prior art teachings desenbed m ,hc 
background section of applicant's wntten specification. C,aims9, 10, !9 and 20 depend dnectly 
or indirectly from claims , or 11, respectively, and, therefore, arc no, rendered obvious over the 
combination of applicant's admitted prior art and Preston. 

Accordmgly, ■« is submitted tha, claims ,-21 of the present application clearly define over 
,be prior art. The Examiner is respectfully requested to recons.der the application, allow the 
claims as amended and pass this case to issue. 
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